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Introduction Results

Concrete-filled tubes (CFTs) provide several advantages over Failure mode was reinforcing bar fracture in all cases, as shown
traditional reinforced concrete or hollow steel columns. . 'J '
by observation and force-displacement data.
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Figure 1: Caltrans proposed CFT
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Research Objective

To evaluate the parameters affecting the proposed , g il conical puliout
welded reinforcing-bar-to-steel-tube connection OO o et fl) @t top of tube

Methods

Pullout test performed on 24 reinforcing bars welded into CFT as
specified by Caltrans design.
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FCAW weld with E70 electrode. * Strain gages no damage.
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